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COMMUNISTS AND DUPES 
WORK FOR "ABOLITION 


In view of the recent barrage of attacks on the House Committee on Un-American Activities 
fostered by the U. S. Communist Party, their sympathizers and dupes, numerous articles in defense of 
the HUAC have been included in the Congressional Record. These have served to answer many of 
the lies, distortions and misrepresentations promoted by enemies of the Committee and swallowed by 
so many susceptible and uninformed Americans. 


Rep. Donald Bruce (R. Indiana) entered in the Congressional Record May 3, 1961 the following: 


“... In our day, however, there are a number of Americans far more unfortun- 
ate because they appear to be psychologically color-blind. I speak of people who will not 
or can not distinguish red from white. They will not or cannot see through the deliber- 
ate deceit of our enemies. I speak of those who consistently fall for the Communist Party 
line, who consciously or unconsciously do the work of our enemies by parroting the 
Communist propaganda which deceives and confuses our citizens .. .” 


Unfortunately, a great many of these who consciously or unconsciously are ignorant of Commun- 
ist Party tactics and propaganda occupy positions of leadership and instruction. In the Congressional 
Record of April 27, 1961, Gordon Scherer of Ohio emphasized the extent to which educators are being 
used by the Communists to subvert the thinking and mold incorrect public opinion among the nation’s 
masses. His remarks referred primarily to those in the teaching profession but could also encompass the 
great segment of clergymen who have so willingly parroted the Communist Party line. Mr. Sherer said: 


“. .. Earlier this year large ads were published in the Washington Post and the New York Times, 
ads which made false charges against the committee and urged its abolition. Of the 327 persons who 
signed this ad, more than one-third, well over 100, were educators. 


“Last month the American Civil Liberties Union issued a statement signed by 250 professors from 
79 colleges and universities, urging that the committee be abolished. Recently, a similar statement came 
out of Cornell University, signed by 52 professors. In January, 87 Brown University professors signed 
another statement to the same effect. 





“The committee’s hearings in San Francisco last 
May were protested by several hundred professors from 
colleges in the vicinity of that city, even though the 
purpose of the hearings was to develop information 
on the leadrship, activities, the strategy and tactics, 
of the important Northern California District of the 
Communist Party. 


“I may be old fashioned, but I believe that 
educators have a duty and an obligation to main- 
tain, defend and strengthen any society, culture 
and government that gives them the freedom 
and the opportunity to search for truth, to teach, 
and entrusts to their care the education of its 
youth. Certainly, they have no right to use their 
position and their freedom to mislead youth and 
to assist in the destruction of that society, cul- 
ture and government at the hands of a criminal 
international conspiracy which is a dedicated 
enemy of political, academic and intellectual 
freedom. For them to do so knowingly is intoler- 
able. That some do it unwittingly is deplorable. 


“Just what are these professors up to? What are 
they trying to bring about? .. .” 


MINISTERS JOIN ABOLITION PROGRAM 


Letters from ministers received at Christian Cru- 
sade headquarters reveal an astonishing ignorance of 
Communist tactics and dogged determination to ignore 
the facts. One clergyman stated: “I don’t believe there 
is an iota of Communist influence in the whole state 
of Iowa.” Another, in seeking to defend his position 
against the HUAC, said: “Why do organizations such 
as yours always accept what governmental organizations 
say as absolute truth and reject what men like the Rev. 
Mr. Moon of San Francisco and other church leaders 
say?” 


The answer to this question, for any student of 
Communism, is very obvious. In the first place, the 
HUAC is a duly authorized committee of Congress 
and has been for over 20 years. It is not merely coinci- 
dental that the greatest opposition to this committee 
began when the committee first conducted investiga- 
tions into the activities of Communism. The student 
will also be informed of Communist fronts like the 
National Committee to Abolish the House Un-Ameri- 
can Activities Committee which have unleashed a verbal 
and printed flood of lies, distortions and propaganda 
against the HUAC. The August 15, 1960 announce- 
ment of the formation of the National Committee to 
Abolish the Un-American Activities Committee con- 
sisted of 13 individuals, all of whom were closely 
aligned with the Communist Party. 


Mr. Bruce has entered into the Congressional Rec- 
ord, May 3, 1961, an expose of the background on 
seven of the key leaders of this infamous Communist 
front. The WEEKLY CRUSADER reprints this in- 
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formation as a testimony to the lack of truthfulness 
and integrity of those behind the abolition move. Per- 
haps many clergymen and educators would rethink 
their position if apprized of the subversive intentions 
of the perpetrators of abolition propaganda. The fol- 
lowing is taken from the Congressional Record: 


RICHARD L. (DICK) CRILEY 


“Richard Criley has been identified as a member 
of the Communist Party by four former Communists 
in testimony before the Committee on Un-American 
Activities. Lee Lundgren so identified him in sworn 
testimony before the committee on September 2, 1952; 
Lou Rosser on December 1, 1953; Anzelm Czarnowski 
on December 4, 1956; and Carl Nelson on May 5, 
1959. In addition, two non-Communists have referred 
to Criley as a Communist in testimony before the com- 
mittee. On October 25, 1958, Harper Knowles referred 
to him as a known Communist. On March 27, 1947, 
Louis E. Starr, then commander in chief of the Veterans 
of Foreign Wars, referred to Criley as at one time 
head of the Young Communist League of California. 


“Criley, in testimony before the committee on May 
5, 1959, invoked the fifth amendment when asked if 
he was a member of the Communist Party at this 
instant. 


“Criley also invoked the fifth amendment when 
asked various questions concerning his Communist 
Party membership in testimony before the Senate In- 
ternal Security Subcommittee on July 6, 1954. 


“In 1946, Criley was expelled from Local 28 of 
the United Packinghouse Workers of America, CIO, 
because of his Communist record. 


“He was a speaker and member of the presiding 
committee at the 1938 California Communist Party 
convention. He also served in the 1930's as executive 
secretary of the Young Communist League in California. 
According to confidential information in the files of 
the committee, Criley was a delegate to the 16th na- 
tional convention of the U.S. Communist Party held 
in New York City in February 1957 .. .” 


RUSSELL ARTHUR (RUSS) NIXON 


“Russ Nixon has been identified as a member of 
the Communist Party by five former Communists who 
have testified before congressional committees. Three 
witnesses identified him as such in public testimony 
before this committee — Victor Decavitch on July 14, 
1950; Samuel DiMaria on October 15, 1952, and 
Dorothy Funn Swan on May 4, 1953. A fourth witness 
identified Mr. Nixon before this committee in execu- 
tive session. He was also identified in testimony before 
the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee on July 23, 


(See “ABOLITION” on Page 7) 
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MacArthur's Chief 


CUBA: THE PACK’S IN FULL CRY— 


ATTACKS ON 


KOREA (1951) AND CUBA (1961): 
THEY NEVER LEARN 


On page four we have reproduced a brilliant 
“Chicago Tribune” cartoon, depicting the coordinat- 
ed smear campaign and character assassination of 
MacArthur during the Sino-Korean conflict 1950- 
1951. His Eighth Army completely defeated the North- 
Korean Communists and after Inchon (June 1950) 
took over 100,000 Red prisoners. 


Four months later, this same Army, with approxi- 
mately 9 Divisions, was forced to fall back temporarily 
under the impact of fresh forces— the Chinese Red 
Army — initially with 33 Divisions to be increased 
rapidly to a maximum of 72 Divisions, in the spring 
of 1951. This overwhelming concentration was per- 
mitted to proceed leisurely, immune and unchallenged 
in the U.N. engineered “sanctuary” behind the Yalu. 
When the Red invasion of North-Korea began to roll 
across the Yalu, the hue-and-cry was raised immediately, 
charging MacArthur with faulty intelligence. This 
press smear was an unmitigated lie, as I established 
elsewhere (MacArthur: 1941-1951. McGraw Hill Co.), 
aided and abetted by a silent Pentagon, who gauged 
Truman’s hostility to MacArthur accurately, and pru- 
dently abstained from defending a Commander who 
was on his way to a dismissal. The Pentagon crowd 
(of that period) took no chances on backing wrong 
horses or fighting lost causes. 


Whenever the congenital idiocy of our for- 
eign and military policy leads to an impasse or 
the liberal, i.e. cripto-Communist Press is look- 
ing for scalps, the target is either an unpopular 
commander (as MacArthur) or the intelligence 
Services. This happened in Korea (1951). It 
was to happen again in the abortive Franco- 
British-Israeli operations in the Suez Canal. It 
is happening right now, in blaming both the 
Generals (J.C.S.) and the Central Intelligence 
Agency (Allen Dulles) for the abortive Cuban 
“invasion.” 
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PENTAGON AND INTELLIGENCE 


AID AND COMFORT TO THE ENEMY 


The Press pack is in full cry. The Monday morning 
quarterbacks are tracing the games on the blackboard. 
The Cocktail strategists, lifting a dry Martini in some 
Washington Bistro, have it all figured out . . 


I demolished these fakers with gusto in the Cosmo- 
politan, December 1951 issue “The Truth about 
Korea.” It should be done again in the case of Cuba. 
I range myself flatly with the “accused” — but plead 
for a “dismissal of the charges.” The whole perfor- 
mance is beneath contempt. The “pen prostitutes,” who 
have been responsible initially for the “image of 
Castro” and the Argentine imposter, Che Guevara, are 
busy again “pinning something on somebody,” un- 
aware that they are once more furnishing “aid and 
comfort to the enemy.” Do they secretly hope to in- 
gratiate themselves with Khrushchev, hedging against 
odds that are not exactly improving? If you scratch 
them hard enough, you will probably find draft-dodgers 
and embusques who prefer cocktails to combat. 


In the artificially contrived hysteria of the moment, 
the charges and counter-charges, the cry for blood of 
the ignorant mob — the unctuous post-mortems of the 
egoists, certain professional, military factors emerge 
that contained the germs of disaster from the very be- 
ginning, viz: 

1. The strength of the invasion was 12/1500 

men 

2. Such weak forces cannot hold a beachhead 

3. Beachheads are a preliminary for further 

reinforcements 
. No Air cover was provided for 
. Araid by 3 bombers was totally ineffective 
. A force of 1200 men and 3 bombers were 
doomed from the outset 


. Castro had armed 2/300,000 “militia” 
supported by Russian tanks. 
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8. The Invaders hired a Madison Ave. public 
relations firm 


9. They blew up a “Corporal’s Guard” into a 
Normandy landing. 


The Russians do this sort of thing much better as 
one can observe in round-the-clock airlifts for the 
“rebels” in Laos. They never send a boy to do a man’s 
job. They make sure that flamboyant failures do not 
“tarnish” their murderous prestige. In crushing the 
Hungarian uprising, the Russians used at least nine (9) 
Divisions. With an eye to covering the Western flank, 
five (5) Divisions remained in Czechoslovakia, one 
(1) armored Division in Moravia, two (2) Infantry 
and two (2) Armored Divisions in Slovakia. Budapest 
was engulfed frontally with four (4) Divisions. 


STATE DEPARTMENT REPORTS 
ON CASTRO’S ARMY 


The overwhelming military superiority of the Reds 
in Cuba was well known. The State Department knew 
it — it’s in their “White Paper,” viz: 


‘“, . . It is important to understand the mag- 
nitude of the (Red) take over. Since the middle 
of 1960 more than 30,000 tons of Arms with an 
estimated value of $50 Million have poured into 
Cuba. In January 1961, an eight-hour military 


parade in Havana displayed Soviet JS-2 51-ton 
tanks, Soviet SU-100 assault guns, Soviet T-34 
35-ton tanks, Soviet 76-mm field guns, Soviet 
85-mm field guns, Soviet 122-mm field guns... 
Soviet and Czech military advisers and _ tech- 
nicians have accompanied the flow of arms. 
Cubans have been sent to Czechoslovakia for 
training as jet pilots, ground maintenance crews 
and artillery men. 

Cuba has the largest ground forces, 250,000 
to 400,000 militia, in (Latin America) —ten 
times as large as Batista’s former military es- 
tablishment. On the basis of the lower figure, 
one out of every 30 Cubans is today in the 
armed forces as against 1 in 50 in the Soviet 
Union and 1 in 60 in the United States .. .” 


To put an invasion force of 1200 against these 
heavily armed hordes borders on folly — the only ra- 
tional factor (if it can be called that) — was the con- 
viction that interior uprisings would demoralize the 
Castro regime; the Red police state squelched that by 
carefully timed wholesale arrests of 50/60,000 anti- 
Castro leaders. 





Editor’s Note: This article will be continued next week. 
Important highlights to be covered: (1) Yelping For Scape- 
goats. (2) Trudeau’s Circular Hits Guerilla Plans. (3) 
Guerillas and Para-Military Formations: Genesis of Ideas. (4) 
General Taylor's Special Mission. (5) MacArthur's Intelli- 
gence System: 1941-1951. 
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A Letter To President Kennedy 
By Dr. Emilio Nunez Portuondo 


Editor’s Note: In last week’s WEEKLY CRUSADER, Dr. Port- 
uondo covered the following important points: (1) Cuba, Com- 
munist Satellite. (2) Interviews With John Foster Dulles. (3) Pre- 
dictions That Came True. (4) Responsibility of the United States. 
(5) Suggestions and Concrete Proposals. 


Non-intervention means tolerating the exist- 
-ence of a Soviet and Chinese fortress ninety 
miles from the coast of the U.S.A., from which 
this nation can be the victim of a surprise at- 
tack when so ordered by Moscow and Peking. 
This policy results in accepting the confisca- 
tion of property worth more than a billion 
dollars without any compensation at all; it also 
means encouraging other American republics 
to do the same and, if they so desire, to jail, 
persecute and execute U.S. citizens. Non-inter- 
vention, a policy that cannot be urged honestly, 
would not only result in the above conditions 
but would also leave the Soviet Union and Red 
China with all of the positive advantages. 


Fourth: One of the revealing activities of the Gov- 
ernments of Moscow and Peking, designed to keep 
them in Cuba, has been the work of U.S. Communists 
and fellow-travelers during the last two years. Their 
activity has consisted in not combatting the illegal in- 
tervention of Communist Russia and Red China in 
Cuba, but rather in opposing all defensive action on 
the part of Washington, arguing that time plays against 
Castro and that intervention on the part of the United 
States would result in losing the sympathy of the 
American peoples. 


A great power can never rely on the sympathy of 
all of the people in less prosperous and powerful coun- 
tries. What should be strived for is mutual respect, 
which can only be achieved by acting honestly and re- 
fusing to tolerate the abridgement of the rules of in- 
ternational law which result in unjust and insolent 
attacks, 


Fifth: We have heard the representatives 
of the U.S. Government, both Democrats and 
Republicans, say that in order to safeguard the 
security of this country and of the free world 
it was imperative to keep South Korea, Formosa 
and Berlin out of the dominion of the Com- 
munist powers. Thousands of young Americans 
offered their lives in the defense of South Ko- 
rea. Millions of dollars have been spent to keep 
Formosa free of Communist occupation and the 
Seventh Fleet keeps permanent watch. The Gov- 
ernment at Washington has announced its de- 
cision to keep Berlin free from the Communist 
yoke. All of this, Mr. President, with reference 
to lands thousands of miles away from the coast 
of the United States. Does it make any sense 
to maintain that what constitutes a great risk 
thousands of miles away becomes less of a risk 
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when it occurs only ninety miles away from the 
U.S. shoreline? 


Sixth: The United States sent troops to Lebanon, 
and Great Britain to Jordan, to keep those people from 
becoming enslaved by the Communists and their allies. 
How is it possible that the same measure is not adopted 
to save defenseless people, ninety percent of whom are 
non-Communist, conquered because they were turned 
over unarmed to the Soviet Union and Red China? 


Seventh: The lack of action that has char- 
acterized the conduct of several Latin American 
governments in connection with the case of 
Cuba, is due to a lack of confidence in the 
leadership of the United States, a nation which, 
because of its military potentiality, must defend 
the Western Hemisphere against both Soviet 
and Sino-Soviet imperialism. 


Nations which have observed the U.S. policy to- 
ward Cuba, which has been characterized as “patient” 
but which could better be termed “acquiescent,” have 
lost confidence in the United States leadership and 
therefore have not reacted adequately. They are afraid 
that if the Castro regime proposed an understanding 
without substantially changing the situation prevail- 
ing in Cuba, this would be accepted. In these govern- 
ments there is no uncertainty about complying with in- 
ternational obligations, only uncertainty about the poli- 
cy which will be followed by the Government in 
Washington. 


Eighth: Those who inform you, Mr. President, that 
the United States cannot solve the Cuban problem are 
not serving the best interests of their country nor of 
the free world. 


The United States cannot tolerate a Com- 
munist regime situated ninety miles from its 
coast. Neither can the United States isolate 
Castro and his comrades in Cuba. The oppor- 
tunity to do that has passed, when Castro had 
virtually no organization nor the public support 
of Soviet and Chinese power. With every day 
that passes, anti-U.S. and Communist activities 
will become intensified in the rest of Latin 
America and the governments will go Com- 
munist, some openly, others clandestinely as did 
Castro at the beginning of his dictatorship. The 
United States will become isolated, without mar- 
kets and without friendly governments in this 
part of the world. 


There is no choice in the case of Cuba. 
Castro and his comrades who have taken over 
the Island must be eradicated by force or they 
will destroy the United States. If more time is 
allowed to pass without the necessary action 
being taken the situation will become worse for 
the United States and the rest of the Americas. 


Let me offer a revealing example which confirms 
my opinion. In the Sierra Escambray in Cuba, two 
thousand Cubans of all social classes and shades of 
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political opinion, both whites and Negroes, have for 
several months presented the world with the Homeric 
spectacle of waging civil war with scant arms, muni- 
tions, food and medicine, because they will not let their 
fatherland become a Soviet satellite. Today, Fidel Cas- 
tro is throwing against these warriors for freedom and 
democracy sixty thousand militiamen, armed and led 
by Russian and Chinese Communist technicians, with 
the object of annihilating them. If this takes place 
before an America indifferent to the Cuban tragedy, 
it will be but another victory for the obedient servants 
of international Communism. 


COMPLY WITH INTERNATIONAL OBLIGATIONS 


Ninth: International instruments are in force which 
impose upon the United States the obligation to initiate 
immediate action in Cuba, to wit: 


a) The Monroe Doctrine. (1825). Here it was 
declared that any intention on the part of the European 
powers to extend their systems to any part of the West- 
ern Hemisphere would endanger the peace and security 
of the United States. 


b) The Corollary to the Monroe Doctrine was an- 
nounced by President Grant in 1869, prohibiting the 
transfer of any European colony in the New World to 
any other power, because these transfers would affect 


the balance of power in detriment to the security of 
the United States. 


c) Article 51 of the United Nations Charter tec- 
ognizes the right of legitimate defense and the same 
right is protected by several inter-American treaties and 
precedents. 


d) In 1939 the Ministers of Foreign Affairs of the 
Americas announced that they would not recognize 
Germany’s claim to colonies in the New World, which 
belonged to European powers occupied by the Nazis. 
In July of 1940 the Congress of the United States rati- 
fied this agreement. 


e) In 1940 the same Ministers met at Havana and 
granted a mandate to any one or more American re- 
publics to use their own initiative in avoiding any in- 
tent of Germany to take over the European colonies. 
By convention they established an Inter-American Com- 
mittee to administer freed territories pending the for- 
mation of governments freely chosen by the people. 

Is there a jurist who believes that if these 
provisions were applicable for Nazi Germany, 
in regard to European colonies, they are not 
equally applicable to the Soviet Union and Red 


China who have taken over, not a colony, but 
a Republic of America? 


It should be added that all of these international 
agreements represent not only a right but an obligation. 
From the moment that the United States officially 
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branded the Castro Government as subservient to in- 
ternational communism, it incurred the obligation of 
eradicating that regime. 


f) The Declarations of Washington of 1931, and 
Caracas of 1954 that I had the honor to defend as the 
Delegate of Cuba to the Tenth Inter-American Confer- 
ence, stipulate that intervention, direct or indirect, of 
international Communism in any American republic 
shall be considered as an intent to colonize by a non. 
American state and consequently is a violation of 
sovereignty. 


g) The Rio Treaty of 1947 states that indirect or 
direct intervention of international Communism in any 
American republic constitutes a threat to the sovereign- 
ty and political independence of all of the states of the 
New World. 


h) When the United States declared war on 
Spain in order to help Cuba achieve its inde- 
pendence, the Congress of the United States 
adopted a Joint Resolution (1898) in which it 
assumed the obligation of maintaining a free 
state in Cuba. This State has disappeared be- 
cause Cuba is a satellite of the Soviet Union and 


Red China. 
THE URGENT NEED FOR MILITARY ACTION 


Mr. President, my father is one of the most 
revered heroes of the Cuban people. When only 
sixteen years of age, he threw himself into 
the fight against Spain for the independence of 
his country. General Emilio Nunez was the Chief 
of the Department of Expeditions of Free Cuba 
and he personally led expeditions from the 
United States that made possible the libera- 
tion of my country. It was my father who raised 
for the first time the flag of Cuba at the Morro 
Castle in Havana when the Republic was estab- 
lished May 20, 1902. The Apostle of our in- 
dependence, Jose Marti, characterized my father 
as his most loyal friend and most efficient col- 
laborator in the destruction of the Spanish pow- 
er in the Island. 


Consequently, I believe that I am complying 
with my duty as a Cuban, as a son of one of the 
liberators of Cuba and as an antagonist of in- 
ternational Communism, by calling to your at- 
tention, Mr. President, the fact that the immense 
majority of the Cuban people are anxious that 
military action be undertaken immediately, if 
possible by several American States jointly, and 
if not, by the United States unilaterally. 


This action would greatly lift the spirits of 
the people of America. Fellow-travelers, op- 
portunists and false neutralists of our Hemis- 
phere will thus be convinced that it is useless 
to try to subvert our people and overthrow their 
government in order to impose Communist re- 
gimes because such regimes will receive the 
same treatment. For this great work of libera- 
tion you can count on the support of the Cuban 


people. 
MAY 19, 1961 

















“ABOLITION” (Continued from Page 2) 


1957, by William A. Wallace, who was a member of 
"the Communist Party from 1949 to 1955. 


_ “Mr. Nixon is a member of the executive commit- 
| tee of the Emergency Civil Liberties Committee. He is 
-also the Washington legislative representative of the 
~Communist-controlled United Electrical Workers Union 

and Washington editor of the pro-Communist weekly 
the National Guardian. 


“On four different occasions Nixon has invoked 
the fifth amendment when questioned concerning his 
“Communist Party membership by congressional com- 
‘mittees . . . Articles by Mr. Nixon have appeared in 
the official Communist Party newspaper The Worker 
-and also in its west coast counterpart the Dasly People’s 
world...” 


REV. WILLIAM HOWARD MELISH 


“Rev. William Howard Melish has been identified 
as a member of the Communist Party by Louis Budenz, 
former member of the Communist Party’s national 
committee and managing editor of the party’s official 
newspaper, the Daily Worker. 


Budenz first identified Melish as a Communist in 
an interview with the New York World Telegram, 
published in that newspaper on April 29, 1948. He 
subsequently identified Melish as a party member while 
testifying under oath in a libel suit in New York State 
in 1950 and in sworn testimony before the Subversive 
Activities Control Board — SACB — during its hear- 
ings on the National Council of American-Soviet 
Friendship ... 


“Articles written by Reverend Melish have ap- 
peared in official Communist publications such as the 
Daily Worker and the Worker, and in the magazines 
New Masses and Soviet Russia Today. 


“In addition to affiliation with many Communist 
im fronts, Reverend Melish has served as a trustee of a 
lm Communist Party school, marched in the Communist 
m™ Party May Day parades in 1946 and 1947, and sent 
‘greetings to the Communist Party on the occasion of 
its 40th anniversary celebration in September 1959. 


“In 1956, Melish was awarded and accepted the 
lf $14,000 International Peace Prize — formerly called 
la the Stalin Peace Prize— of the Moscow-controlled 
i World Peace Council.” 


OTTO NATHAN 


“The Department of State charged in 1955, when 
if it denied Nathan a passport, that he had been a mem- 
# ber of the Communist Party in Germany before coming 
to the United States in 1933. It also charged him with 
Consistent and prolonged adherence to the Communist 
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Party line on a variety of issues and through shifts and 
changes of that line during a period of many years and 
said that he had been closely associated with known 
Communists and had been in contact with officials of 
Iron Curtain embassies in the United States . . . 


“In the intervening years, Nathan has been asso- 
ciated with numerous Communist-front organizations, 
and has lectured on various phases of Marxist economics 
as applied to the United States, in appearances at Com- 
munist Party-endorsed institutions, sharing the plat- 
form with open Communist Party officials . . .” 


FLORENCE LUSCOMB 


“Florence Luscomb was identified as a member of 
the Communist Party by Armando Penha, undercover 
operative in the party for the FBI from 1950 to 1959, 
in public testimony before the Committee on Un- 
American Activities on March 21, 1958...” 


FRANK WILKINSON 


“Frank Wilkinson was identified as a member of 
the Communist Party by Anita Schneider, a former 
undercover agent for the FBI, who testified before the 
Committee on Un-American Activities on December 7, 


1956. 


“Mr. Wilkinson is the executive secretary of the 
Citizens Committee To Preserve American Freedoms, a 
cited Communist front with offices at 617 North Larch- 
mont Boulevard, Los Angeles, the address from which 
the announcement of the formation of the NCAUAC 
was released. He has also served on the executive com- 
mittee and national council of the Emergency Civil 
Liberties Committee. 


“In 1959, he resumed full-time work with the 
CCPAF after having taken a year’s absence to work 
with the Emergency Civil Liberties Committee as a 
roving agitator in its campaign to abolish the Com- 
mittee on Un-American Activities . . .” 


HARVEY O’CONNOR 


“Harvey O’Connor was identified as a member of 
the Communist Party by Benjamin Gitlow, former gen- 
eral secretary of the Party, in sworn public testimony 
before the committee on September 11 and October 
17, 1939. 


“Mr. O’Connor is chairman of the Emergency Civil 
Liberties Committee, a cited Communist front which, 
for the past few years, has devoted the major part of its 
funds, agitation and propaganda to a campaign to 
abolish the House Committee on Un-American Activi- 
ties. 


“From the late 1920’s to the present time, Mr. 
O’Connor has been associated as sponsor, speaker, and 
official with numerous Communist fronts and causes. 
He has also served as an instructor in a Communist 
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Party school, and articles written by him have ap- 
peared in the Communist Party newspaper, The Work- 
er, and the Communist magazine, New Masses...” 


Certainly having the same thought as the Commun- 
ist Party is not in itself subversive. But the fact that 
members of a committee to destroy the HUAC with 
a background as subversive and un-American as those 
mentioned above would raise question as to the veracity 
of their propaganda and intentions. Americans who 
accept these criticisms as fact, without further investi- 
gation, become dupes of the Communist party. 


ABOLITION PROGRAM OUTLINED 


The following was taken from a draft of Prelim- 
inary Recommendations, National Abolition Cam- 
paign Program, March 1961 — February 1962, pre- 
pared by Frank Wilkinson, who is now serving a year 
in jail for Contempt of Congress for refusal to answer 
questions concerning his Communist activities before 
the HUAC: 


“Circulation of new petitions: It is proposed 
that as many new petitions as possible be cir- 
cularized throughout the country. 


“Content: In addition to petitions which call upon 
Congress to abolish the HUAC, it is proposed that the 
following petitionable proposals be considered: (a) 
Opposition to such new hearings as the HUAC may 
schedule; (b) opposition to all forms of government 
sponsorship of the HUAC-aided film ‘Operation Aboli- 
tion’; (c) curbs on HUAC’s appropriation; (d) other. 


“,.. From whom: All possible groups of citizens 
should be urged to petition Congress, including: (a) 
Ministers and Rabbis; (b) faculties; (c) student bodies; 
(d) union memberships; (e) political councils and 
clubs; (f) a cross section of prominent citizens in the 
community; (g) general public petitions. 


“Educational meeting offense: It is proposed that 
abolition committees in all communities organize ‘town 
hall’ types of public meetings where discussion and 
debate will stimulate interest in specific action projects 
to abolish the HUAC. Meetings of all kinds should be 
encouraged, including: (a) Neighborhood home meet- 
ings; (b) congressional district meetings; (c) area- 
wide meetings; (d) church, synagogue, union, fraternal 
clubs; (e) other. 

“. . . HUAC hearings — protest meetings: 
It is proposed that all future hearings called by 
the HUAC be countered by every possible, effec- 
tive public demonstration, including public 
meetings...” 


INCREASED ACTIVITY OUTLINED 


The proposals for action against the Congressional 
Committee by the Communist front, The National 
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Committee to Abolish the Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee, then described literature available, most of it 
from left-wing publications, and suggested methods of 
use and distribution. The proposal then recommended: 


“Conventions: At all forthcoming conventions, 
conferences, seminars, etc., of church, labor and other 
organizations, special attention should be given by the 
abolition committees located in the areas where such 
meetings are scheduled to see that (a) literature is 
available; (b) speakers are made available if requested; 
and (c) resolutions in opposition to the HUAC are 
solicited. 


“The 1962 campaign to curb HUAC Appro- 
priations: Long-range plans should be borne in 
mind by all abolition committees to seek the 
maximum congressional vote in opposition to 
the HUAC appropriations for 1962. It is pro- 
posed that the NCAUAC should again establish 
a temporary Washington, D.C. Office for this 
purpose in late December 1961 to February 
1962.” 


All of the forgoing is an actual admission by the 
Communists themselves that the charges against them 
outlined by F.B.I. Director J. Edgar Hoover, in his 
“Communist Target Youth,” are actually true. While 
this is the proposed action by the National Committee 
To Abolish the Un-American Activities Committee for 
1961-1962, it must be admitted that these are actually 
an amplification of the tactics used by this committee 
prior to the infamous riots in San Francisco in May 


1960. 


Contrary to much popular belief, the clergy is not 
immune to Communist Party infiltration and influence. 
Frank Wilkinson, in his proposed plan to abolish the 
HUAC, referred to ministers and churches on several 
occasions as the means of reaching the public with their 
propaganda. It will be noted as well, that ministers 
and rabbis were listed ahead of faculties, student bod- 
ies, etc., as a potential starting point for petitions 
against the HUAC. On the other occasion, Communist 
Wilkinson listed the church ahead of labor and other 
organizations where speakers and literature that were 
sympathetic to the Abolition campaign were to be made 
available. 


As Congressman Bruce suggested, many in our na- 
tion are psychologically color-blind. When faced with 
such inclusive facts as those presented above, they will 
continue to hold their position and ignore the truth. 
Ignorance of the methods employed by the Communists 
in subverting the thinking of Americans; the subtle 
lies, half-truths and distortions put into play by the 
enemies of our form of government; these are the 
things that will cause the downfall of our freedoms. 


MAY 19, 196] 
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